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claw as 2, 7, and 38-41 have been canceled without prejudice, waiver, or disclaimer. 
Rj^nsi deration and allowance of the application and pending claims are respectfully 
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REMARKS 

this is a full and timely response to the outstanding non-final Office Action mailed 
iter2,2005. Through this response, claims 1,6, 10-29 and 34 have been amended; ,;h 



t 



Claim Objections 

laims 1,2, 6, 7, 10, 22, 24, 25-28, 29, and 34 have been objected to by the 
E^minfsr because of informalities pointed out in the Office Action. Applicant thanks the 
E^^minfcr for noting the informalities, and in response to the objections has amended the 
ab|>ve-n|entioned claims to cure the same. 

n view of the above-noted claim amendments, Applicant respectfully submits that 
fhH clairjis are not objectionable and respectfully requests that the objection be withdrawn. 

I- Claim Rejections - 35 § 1 12, Second Paragraph + 

A. Statement of the Rejection 

i Claims 11-21 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
mltter \|hich the Applicant regards as the invention, in particular, the Examiner states that 
dependent claims 11-18 lack sufficient antecedent basis for the recited limitation 'ihe delta 
compressed ATM header." Further, the Examiner states that dependent claims 19- 
lack iufficient antecedent basis for the recited limitation "the refresh counter. 77 



al) 3gedl 



en ;;ode 
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Dj&cussion of the Rejection 

n response to the rejection, Applicant has amended claims 1 1-21. In view of fhoHrtio? 

aifendn tents, it is respectfully asserted that claims 1 1-21 define the invention in the manner 

I 

by 35 U.S.C, § 1 12. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the 



re lurrec 



re 



cl ims 



to 



ectio; is of these claims be withdrawn. Further, although not cited in the Office Action, 
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2 and 23 have also been amended in a similar fashion to correct the dependency of 



thft claii is. 

II. Claim Rejections - 35 UJS.C § 102(e) 

A. Statement of the Rejection 
Claims 1-14, 16-21, 24-27 and 34-37 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
b$ng anticipated by 5rodtef a/. ^Brock? U.S. Pat. No. 6,510,156). Applicant respectfully 
trflversefc this rejection for at least the reason that Brock fails to disclose, teach or suggest all 
elf men^ of the claimed invention. 

J. Discussion of the Rejection 

t is axiomatic that "[anticipation requires the disclosure in a single prior art 
reterende of each element of the claim under consideration." W. L. Gore & Associates, Inc. 

Gark ck Inc., 721 R2d 1540, 1554, 220 USPQ 303, 313 (Fed. Cir. 1983). Therefore, 
e\j ary claimed feature of the claimed invention must be represented in the applied reference 
tute a proper rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). Applicant respectfully traverses 



const r 



thft rejection for at least the reason that Brock fails to disclose, teach or suggest all elements 
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. Rejection of Claims 1 and 3-5 

ndependent claim 1 recites: 

1 . A method of compressing ATM headers in ATM cells for communication 
Lcross an ATM network; comprising the steps of: 

transmitting a first ATM header in an uncompressed format to a receiver in 
he ATM network; 

generating a compressed ATM header for an ATM cell from an 
mcompressed ATM header that corresponds to a data payload, wherein the data . 
>ay!oad is to be communicated across the ATM network and the compressed ATM 
teader is generated according to differences in the uncompressed A TM header as 
compared to the first ATM header, 

transmitting the ATM cell with the compressed ATM header and the data 
>ayload to the receiver, wherein the compressed ATM header enables transmission 
>f a greater number of ATM cells than the uncompressed ATM header. 



ha tis added). Applicant respectfully submits that the cited art fails to disclose as least 
th| features emphasized above. 

tx contrast to the claimed invention, Brock discloses a method that transmits an 
oJimizfed ATM cell when 'the current cell header of the current cell is equivalent to a 
' Jrevio My saved header portion called SAVED_HEADER_INFO" Brock, col 7, In. 50- 

If tjfe current cell header *4s not equal to the SAVED_HEADER_INFO from a 
pifevioutly saved header," then the system disclosed in Brock '"transmits the.„ATM cell as 
a (and )trd sized" ATM cell, or in Other words with an uncompressed ATM header. Id, col 
8, In. 22 -43. Further, Brock discloses systems and methods where "redundant header cells 
ar ; not ransmitted," or in other words situations where "a stream of cells are all associated 
with a c ommon header which is not transmitted." Id, col 1 0, In. 20-25. Also, Brock 
te ches systems and methods where, if consecutive ATM cells are received with a one byte 
hffjider fiat "is not equal to the SAVED_HEADER_FIELD 5 " then the system "assumes that 

16 
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further, Brock fails to teach systems and methods with a capability of generating a 
cAnpre \sed A TM header that is generated according to differences in the uncompressed 
A' TVI ha sader as compared to the first ATM header. Instead, Brock teaches a system that 
trinsmife a compressed header only when a subsequent ATM cell has the same or 
eq mvallnt header as the previously transmitted and previously saved header. Accordingly, 
Aiplicdtrt respectfully submits that independent claim 1 is allowable for at least the reason 
thft Bropk does not disclose, teach or suggest all elements of the claimed invention, 

ecause independent claim 1 is allowable over Brock, dependent claims 3-5 are 
al|bwah|e as a matter of law for at least the reason that the dependent claims 3-5 contain all 



el menfe of their respective base claim. See, e.g,, In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 (Fed. Cir. 
1*8). 1 



i. Rejection of Claims 6, 8-9 

Ilie Office Action rejected independent claim 6 as allegedly anticipated by the 
Mc>cA reference. Claim 6 recites: 



6. A system for compressing ATM headers in ATM cells for communication 
icross an ATM network; comprising: 

a computer, wherein the computer includes an ATM interface coupled to the 
\TM netwoik; 

logic configured for the ATM interface to transmit a first ATM header in an 
uncompressed format to a receiver in the ATM network; 

logic configured to generate a compressed ATM header for an ATM cell 
from an uncompressed ATM header that corresponds to a data payload, wherein the 
ompressed ATM header is generated according to differences in the 
ncompressed A TM header as compared to the first A TM header; 

logic configured to transmit the ATM cell with the compressed ATTM header 
and the data payload to the receiver. 



17 



PAGE 20/31 * RCVDAT 12129/2005 2:38:43 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/31 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:7709510933 ' DURATION (mm-ss):08>22 

BEST AVAILABLE COPY 



12/29/2005 15:41 



7709510933 



THOMAS, KAYDEN 



PAGE 



Serial No. 10/021,199 
Art Unit 2666 



(E npha\is added). Applicant respectfully submits that the cited art fails to disclose as least 
thfl feati res emphasized above. - abi v •» 

n contrast to the claimed invention, Brock discloses a method that transmits an 
oifimizi id ATM cell when "the current cell header of the current cell is equivalent to a ■ 
t4 p evioi isly saved header portion called SAVED JJEADERjnNTFO-" Brock, col 7, In. 50- 
&4 If tt e current cell header "is not equal to the SAVED JiEADERJNFO from a 
pif vioui ly saved header," then the system disclosed in Brock "transmits the. ♦ *ATM cell as 
a , tandi rd sized 9 * ATM cell, or in other words with an uncompressed ATM header. Id., col 
8, to. 221-43. Further, Brock discloses systems and methods where "redundant header cells 
ar not transmitted " or in other words situations where "a stream of cells are all associated 
wj h a common header which is not transmitted.'* Id, col 10, In. 20-25. Also, Brock 
tei ches systems and methods where if consecutive ATM cells are received with a one byte 
he ider t lat "is not equal to the SAVED JHEADERJTELD," then the system "assumes that 
th : incoming cells are for a S3 byte ceir or a full sized AIM cell with an uncompressed 
hqlider. For at least this reason, the rejection of claim 6 should be withdrawn. 

urther, Brock fails to teach systems and methods of generating a compressed ATM 
h<hder jjhat is generated according to differences in the uncompressed ATM header as 
co npar< d to the first ATM header. Brock teaches a system that transmits a compressed 
he ider < nly if a subsequent ATM cell has the same or equivalent header as the previously 
ismit ted and previously saved header. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that 
epen lent claim 6 is allowable for at least the reason that Brock does not disclose, teach or 
ill elements of the claimed invention. 



su ;gest 
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aUlibwab e as a matter of law for at least the reason that the dependent claims 8-9 contain all 
of their respective base claim. See, e.g., In re Fine, 837 R2d 1071 (Fed, Cir- 
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8). 



su jgest 




Serial No. 10/021,199 
Art Unit 2666 



\. Rejection of claims 10-14, 16-21, and 23 

' fhe Office Action ejected independent claim 10 as allegedly anticipated by Brock. 
Cjfeim lp recites: 

10. A method of compressing ATM headers for communication across an 
\TM network; comprising the steps of: 

transmitting an initial M ATM header and a fiist data payload to a receiver 
n the ATM networic; 

determining that a subsequent data payload is available for transmission to 
he receiver; 

generating a delta encoded compressed A TM header from an 
ancoropressed ATM header for the subsequent data payload based on changed bits 
n the uncompressed ATM header for the subsequent data payload as compared to a 
>revious uncompressed ATM header, wherein the delta encoded compressed ATM 
leader is one to five bytes in size depending upon the number and index location of 
he changed bits; and 

transmitting the delta encoded compressed ATM header and the subsequent 
>ayload to the receiver. 

(E nphefyis added). Applicant respectfully submits that the cited art fails to disclose as least 
th| features emphasized above. 

i contrast to the claimed invention, Brock does not disclose systems or methods that 
generating a delta encoded compressed ATM header. The Office Action cites the 
: hEC 21 4" as anticipating this element of the claimed invention. Applicant 
|pectf[illy submits, however, that "1 byte HEC 214," or Header Eixor Control Value does 
i or suggest a delta encoded compressed ATM header. Rather, HEC 2 1 4 disclosed 
; comprises a Header Error Control Value computed on t4 the first four bytes of data 
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re eivec , using a standardized HEC computation algorithm such as a CRC checksum." 
B) ock d )es not teach generating a delta encoded compressed ATM header,- as the delta 
er xxlin 5 can correspond to the changes made to an ATM header from:cell to cell* The "1 
bj te He!c 214" of Brock results in a 1 byte header that allows a system to detenraine 
w tethei subsequent ATM headers are the same as or equivalent to the previously 
tr« nsmiited ATM header, but does not include information regarding the changes to the bits 
oflan AfM header relative to a previously transmitted ATM header. Further, as discussed in 
p^e 13| line 5 of the specification of the instant application, when generating a delta 
eitx>de4 compressed ATM header, it is possible to remove the 8 HEC bits since they can be 
rejfweseAted by other techniques. 

\pplicant respectfully submits that independent claim 10 is allowable for at least the 
reason t biat Brock does not disclose, teach or suggest all elements of the claimed invention, 
Bflcaus< independent claim 10 is allowable over Brock> dependent claims 1 1-14, 16-21, and 
23 are a lowable as a matter of law for at least the reason that the dependent claims contain 
all elemjents of their respective base claim. See, e.g., In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 (Fed. Cir. 
1*8). 



1, Rejection of Claims 24-27 

rhe Office Action rejected independent claim 24 as allegedly anticipated by Brock. 
Clbim 2 14 recites: 



24. A computer for communicating compressed ATM headers over ao ATM 
network, comprising: 
a processor; 
a computer memory; 

a communications interface, the communications interface being 
:ommunicably coupled to the ATM network; 
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logic configured to transmit an initial full ATM header and a first data 
$ayload to a receiver in the ATM network; 

logic configured to generate a compressed A TM header from an -» 
ncompressed ATM header for the subsequent data payload based on a differential 
compared to a previous uncompressed A TM header y wherein the lengtKof the 
mpressed ATM header couesponds to the number and index location of 
inferential bits; and 

logic configured to transmit the compressed ATM header and the subsequent 
ayload to the receiver in the ATM netwoA. 



(E npha\is added). Applicant respectfully submits that the cited art fails to disclose as least 
thf feati res emphasized above, 

: n contrast to the claimed invention, Brock discloses a method that transmits m 
oj|imizi d ATM cell when 4 the current cell header of the current cell is equivalent* to a 
"p wiolsly saved header portion called SAVED JHCEADERJONFO." Brock, col 7, In. 50- 
6$ If tt e current cell header "is not equal to the SAVED_HEADERJ0NTFO from a 
prftvioui ly saved header " then the system disclosed in Brock "transmits the... AIM cell as 
a Ifandi rd sized" ATM cell. Id, col 8, In. 22-43. Further, Brock discloses systems and 
mithodi where "redundant header cells are not transmitted " or in other words situations 
wfere " i stream of cells are all associated with a common header which is not transmitted." 



col 



10, In. 20-25. Also, Brock teaches systems and methods where if consecutive ATM 



ce Is ar€ received with a one byte header that "is not equal to the 

S4VEE _HEADER_FIELD," then the system "assumes that the incoming cells are for a 53 



e celi 



with an uncompressed header. For at least this reason, the rejection of claim 24 
shfmld tie withdrawn. 

i -urther, Brock fails to teach systems and methods of generating a compressed A TM 
hdader i >ased on a differential as compared to a previous uncompressed ATM header. 
Bffck teaches a system that transmits a compressed header only if a subsequent ATM cell 

2] 
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h4 the \ame or equivalent header as the previously transmitted and previously saved 
holder. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 24 is allowable 
fof at lefcst the reason that Brock does not disclose, teach or suggest all elements of the 
cl|ijned| invention. Because independent claim 24 is allowable over Brock, dependent 
cairns 35-27 are allowable as a matter of law for at least the reason that the dependent 
cl|(im$ ^5-27 contain all elements of their respective base claimu See, e.g., In re Fine, 837 
FjdlOpl (Fed. Or. 1988). 



5. Rejection of Claims 34-37 

Hie Office Action rejected independent claim 34 as allegedly anticipated by Brock. 
Cl^im3}4 recites: 

34. An system for communicating compressed ATM headers over an ATM 
network, comprising: 

means for processing instructions; 
means for storing data electronically; 

means for generating an initial full ATM header and a first data payload to a 
receiver in the ATM network; 

means for generating a compressed ATM header from an uncompressed 
ATM header for the subsequent data payload based on a differential as compared 
to a previous uncompressed ATM header > wherein the length of the compressed 
ATM corresponds to the number and index location of differential bits; and 

means for communicating the compressed ATM header and the subsequent 
payload to the receiver in the ATM network. 

(Bnphdjsis added). Applicant respectfully submits that the cited art fails to disclose as least 
th| featlires emphasized above, 

n contrast to the claimed invention, Brock discloses a method that transmits an 
oj||timizpd ATM cell when "the current cell header of the current cell is equivalent* to a 
"ifeviofisly saved header portion called SAVED_HEADERJNFO." Brock, col 7, In. 50- 
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6l If tl|c current cell header "is not equal to the SAVED_HEADER_INFO from a 
prf ;viou|ly saved header/' then the system disclosed in Brock "transmits the, - m4 TM cell as 
nd^rd sized" ATM cell. Id, col 8 7 In. 22^3. Further, Sracfodisdoses systems and 
where "redundant header cells are not Xsms^tted? or in other words situations 
e t8 k stream of cells are all associated with a common header which is not transmitted." 
10, In. 20-25, Also, Brock teaches systems and methods where if consecutive ATM 
cJls ar4 received with a one byte header that "is not equal to the 

S> kVElljHEADER^FIELD/' then the system "assumes that the incoming cells are for a S3 
by te eel?* with an uncompressed header. For at least this reason, the rejection of claim 34 
sqfpuld 1|>e withdrawn. 

kirther, Brock fails to teach means for generating a compressed A TM header based 
0j| a dij ferenHal as compared to a previous uncompressed A TM header. Brock teaches a 
s^tem hat transmits a compressed header if a subsequent ATM cell has the same or 

Ilvdl \nt header as the previously transmitted and previously saved header. Also, Brock 
hes an optimized ATM cell 349 with a header comprising "7 byte HEC 214," which 
dc es no \ disclose or suggest at least the element of the claimed invention of a compressed - 
A [M header wherein the length corresponds to the number and index of differential bits. 

kecordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 34 is allowable 
fc ■ at legist the reason that Brock does not disclose, teach or suggest all elements of the 
cl imecj invention. Because independent claim 34 is allowable over Brock, dependent 
cl ims -(5-37 are allowable as a matter of law for at least the reason that the dependent 
cl ims :i5-37 contain all elements of their respective base claim. See, e g. y In re Fine, 837 
id lojn (Fed. Cir. 1988). 
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V. Claim Rejections- 35 U.S.C.§ 103(a) § 

A. Rejection of Claims 15 t 22 and 28-33 • r*f rati «w* 

1 Saims 15, 22, and 28-33 have been rejected under 35 U.S,C. § 103(a) as allegedly 
uifraten able over Brock Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection and submit that the 
B^ck dpe$ disclose, teach or suggest all elements of the claimed invention. 

Discussion of the Rejection 

\s has been acknowledged by the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit the U.S. 
pJtent afid Trademark Office ("USPTO") has the burden under section 103 to establish a 
pr\ma f&cie case of obviousness by showing some objective teaching in the prior art or 
gefierall|y available knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art that would lead that 
itiinickfal to the claimed invention. See In re Fine, 837 F*2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596, 1598 
1 988). The Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP) section 2 1 43 
the requirements of a prima facie case for obviousness. That section provides as 



Cir. 



(Fid. 
di icuss^s 
fo lows 



To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria 
must be met. First, there must be some suggestion or motivation, 
either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the reference or 
to combine reference teaching. Second, there must be a reasonable 
expectation of success. Finally, the prior ait reference (or references 
when combined) must teach or suggest all the claim limitations. The 
teaching or suggestion to make the claimed combination and 
reasonable expectation of success must be found in the prior art, and 
not based on applicant's disclosure. 

'. further, assertions or allegations of technical in areas of "esoteric technology must 

always tye supported by citation to some reference work recognized as standard in the 
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peftfoeni art" and Applicant should be given an opportunity to "challenge the correctness of 
th< I asseiltion or the notoriety or repute of the cited reference." In re Pardo, 684 R2d 912, \ 
21 \ VS\\Q 673 (C.C.P.A. 1982). Also, allegations concerning specific knowledge of the 
pr pr artjshould also be supported so that Applicant is given an opportunity to challenge 
suL allegations. Id. The Office Action cites only the Brock reference in rejectiiig claims of 
th ! instfi at application under 35 U.S.C 1 03(a) and fails to allow Applicant sufficient 

tortu; iity to challenge allegations made in the Office Action regarding the level of skill in 
thf art a * it relates to obviousness, therefore the Office Action fails to establish a prima facie 
ca|e of \ j>bviousness. 

i. Rejection of Claims 15, 22, and 23 

jrhe Office Action rejected claims 15, 22 and 28 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as allegedly 
mf>aten :able over Brock. Applicant respectfully submits that dependent claims 1 5, 22, and 
are a lowable for at least the reason that they depend from allowable claims 14, 10, and 
resp actively, because the rejected claims contain all elements of their respective base 
clfitn. I lee, e.g., In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 (Fed. Cir. 1988), Applicant further submits that 
reje<ttion is improper because the Office Action does not establish a prima facie case of 
otjyious less under 35 U.S.C. 1 03. The Office Action fails to cite an additional prior art 

jerencb that, in combination with Brocks discloses all elements of the claimed invention 
eribomp assed by the abovementioned claims. Applicant respectfully requests additional 
pr »of fr mi the Ex aminer or an affidavit under 37 C.F.R. 1 .107(b) with respect to the 
re actio; ji of claims 1 5, 22, and 28 because Applicant respectfully submits that the rejection 
wi s bas 3d at least in part on the Examiner's personal knowledge. 

!n summary, it is Applicants' position that a prima facie for obviousness has not 



25 



PAGE28/31'RCVDATM 



2 
24 



12/29/2005 15:41 



7709510933 



THOMAS, KAYDEN 



PAGE 



th« se 



SedalNo. 10/021,199 
Art IMt 2666 



be m ma jde against Applicants* claims. Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that each of 



se churns is patentable over Brock and that the rejection of these claims should be 
wfthdrakmL ? * ■■- v- 

;i. Rejection of Claims 29-33 

Vith regard to independent claim 29, Applicant respectfully submits that Brock does 
ncif di$c! o$e, suggest or teach every element of the claimed invention and that the claimed 
inf emtio h is not obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art in view of Brock. 
Claim 29 recites: 



29. A method for transmitting ATM cells to a receiver with a compressed 
VTM header that is a length less than one byte, comprising the steps of: 
transmitting a synchronization message to a receiver; 
receiving a response from the receiver indicating that the receiver is 
i jperation and synchronized; 

transmitting a first ATM header to the receiver in an uncompressed fonriat; 
transmitting a message with a cell count indicator indicating whether 
: ubsequent ATM cells correspond to the first ATM header; 

including an index bits indicator in the message that identifies a second 
. iTM header that corresponds to subsequent ATM cells; and 

transmitting ATM cells without sendine either of the first or second ATM 
i leader. 



(EfpAap is added). Applicant respectfully submits that the cited art fails to disclose as least 
thf feati|res emphasized above. 

n contrast to the claimed invention, Brock discloses a system that "detects any cell 
wi|h a d Afferent header" than the previously transmitted cell, and in this event are then are 
required to "transmit the full sized standard cell" Brock does not disclose a system or 
method [hat can transmit cells corresponding to a first ATM header and a second ATM 
header > dthout sending either of the first or second ATM header. Accordingly, Applicant 
retfpectffilly submits that independent claim 29 is allowable for at least the reason that Brock 
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do &s dis dose, teach or suggest the elements of the claimed invention. Because independent 
clfm 2S\ is allowable over Brock, dependent claims 30-33 are allowable as a.malter of law 

at \ei\st the reason that the dependent claims 30-33 contain all elements ofUieir 
re|pectr r e base claim. See, e.g., In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 (Fed. Cir. 1988). For at least this 
i,l:ie rejection of claim 29 should be withdrawn. r — : 

further, Applicant submits that the rejection is improper because the Office Action 
establish a prima facie case of obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103. The Office 



ft 



r« son, 



rej xtioi 



do bs nol 

Action sjtates, in relevant part, that l6 it would have been obvious to someone skilled in the art 
to jnclu< e the CELL_COUNT of Brock within a message in order to regulate the number of 
cojjnpres $ed cells transmitted before a refresh cell is transmitted," however, the Office 
A( don i ills to cite an additional prior art reference that, in combination with Brock, 
dii closeb all elements of the claimed invention. Applicant respectfully requests additional 
pr< of fin o the Examiner or an affidavit under 37 C.F.R. 1 . 1 07(b) with respect to the 

of independent claim 29 and dependent claims 30-33 because Applicant 
reJjpectfjilly submits that the rejection was based at least in part on the Examiner's personal 
lcnf)wle< ge. - * 

n summary, it is Applicants' position that a prima facie for obviousness has not 
ma Je against Applicants' claims. Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that each of 
th Jse ch ims is patentable over Brock and that the rejection of these claims should be 
wi hdra^n. 



1 J. Canceled Claims 

a identified above, claims 2, 7, and 38-41 have been canceled from the application 
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th ough (this Response without prejudice, waiver, or disclaimer. Applicants reserve the right 
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jrese tit these canceled claims, or variants thereof, in continuing applications tobfttiled 
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T JOfoks, KAYDEN, HORSTEMEYER & RISLEY, LX-P. 

Si itel' bo 

1 ( 0 Ga leria Parkway RW. 
Alanta, Georgia 30339 
(770)9:^3-9500 



fspho: 
hed 



Serial No. 10/021,199 
Art Unit 2666 



supseqijjently. tt - - * - 

CONCLUSION 

\pplicants respectfully submit that all pending claims are in condition for 
al§)wafl|be. Favorable reconsideration and allowance of the present application and all . 
claims are hereby courteously requested. If, in the opinion of the Examiner, a 
lie conference would expedite the examination of this matter, the Examiner is 
o call the undersigned attorney at (770) 933-9500. 

Respectfully submitted, 




Daniel McClure 
Registration No. 38,962 
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